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1. Duff and Aquilar do not control NMTV. As shown

in the Petition, TBN operates NMTV. TBN and NMTV have the same
President. TBN raises NMTV's money through on-air broadcasts.8/
NMTV uses TBN's address, lawyer and engineer, phone number and
post office box. It uses TBN's form EEO programs, program
statggents, issues-programs lists and ascertainment procedure.
Its "directors" are not compensated. Duff is on Crouch's
personal staff, with the title of "Administrative Assistant”.
Duff and Agquilar have no experience operating television
stations. Neither Duff nor Aguilar will play any significant .
role in the operation of WIGI-TV, and they have advanced no funds
toward NMTV. Petition at 11-13. The Opposition, at 31-33,
essentially admits all of these facts.

None of this h&ppened by accident. Since the Petition was
filed, one of the public files (that of WCLJ-TV), whose contents
had been unsuccessfully sought by Petitioner's representative
before the Petition was filed, became available. Therein was
contained Exhibit 9, a draft document identified in the May 10,
1988 cover letter from TBN's attorney as the "Generic Statement
For The Public File On Ascertainment And Issue Identification."”

It is apparently the same document being used by NMTV.

NMTV's assertion that it has its own bank accounts is a

half truth. $Sege Opposition at 11, 31. NMTV apparently
airs no programming of its own, and conducts no fund-raising on
its own. TBN does all of that. It is immaterial that NMTV
performed the ministerial act of opening a bank account to
deposit money it received from TBN.
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Furthermore, TBN has behaved in practice as though it runs
NMTV. Aas shown in Exhibit 10, Crouch spent most of a day with
Petitioner while visiting Philadelphia to plan the acquisition.
During that time, he never once mentioned NMTV, and Petitioner
did not know that NMTV, and not TBN, would be the proposed
assignee until the application was filed. Crouch told Petitioner
that the station would be operated essentially as a TBN
satellite, and he offered Petitioner a job -- not with NMIV, but
with TBN.

The Opposition responds in a most curious method of
pleading. Those facts favorable to NMTV are openly asserted
(albeit without a shred of documentary evidence as proof). NMIV
claims that

NMTV has its own bank accounts, and has its own
revenues, from the sale of broadcast time and
spots. NMTV receives its own contributions as a

recognized 501(c)(3) organization. NMTV is
qualified to do business in California, Texas

and Oregon. and is in aood standina. and bas

regular meetings of the board of directors at
which corporate business is discussed and voted
upon. NMTV also has its own employee policies
and its own health insurance coverage (fn.
omitted).

Opposition at 11-12; gsee also Opposition at 31.
Yet those facts which apparently would pot be favorable to

NMTV are handled as follows:

NMTV doesn’'t need to prove that Mrs. Duff, Rev.
Espinoza or Rev. Aquilar are truly
directors....[Petitioner] has provided
absolutely no proof of any kind that Mrs. Duft
and Rev. Aguilar are pot functioning as
directors in accordance with their fiduciary
responsibilities and state law [emphasis in
original).

Opposition at 33-34.
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The article maintains that the Crouches gave Aguilar two
homes and free use of two "ranches". Aguilar uses the ranches as
his Siberia, banishing to the ranches those unfaithful to him,
for time at hard labor. See discussion at §V herein. When
charges of misconduct against Aguilar began to surface in the
fall of 1990, TBN produced an hourlong video about Aguilar and
his "ministry.” I_Q_._' Moreover, Aguilar frequently receives free
time on TBN's national programming. Aguilar is, or ought to be,
profoundly indebted to TBN. TBN's largesse gives Aguilar a heavy
motive to be used, in return, as TBN's minority "fiqgurehead.” .

The best known comparable case is Metroplex Communications,
Inc., 5 FCC Rcd 5610, 5611 (1990). There, a minority person who
supposedly was the general partner actually had little to do with
the formation of the applicant. A law firm organized the limited
partners and recruited the general partner to do little more than
execute the application. The "general partner” had no broadcast
experience and made no investment in the enterprise. The
Commission found it incredible that "a group of experienced
investors (including those with past broadcast ownership) would
grant exclusive control of their station to a virtual stranger
with no broadcast experience, who would make no investment in the
station.” Jd. at 5612; gee also KIST Corp., 102 FCC2d 288, 292
(1985) (subsequent history omitted).






NMTV's final resort is its misreading of Roanoke Cﬁristiag
Broadcasting, Inc., 52 RR2d 1725 (Rev. Bd. 1983), aff'd, FCC
83-441 (released September 27, 1983). That case holds that
inasmuch as a nonprofit institution lacks voting stockholders,
the Commission looks to its Board for evidence of control.
However, Roanoke does not reach nearly as far as NMTV wants it to
reach. It holds that attribution to a nonprofit organization°‘s
board members is no different from other attribution in other
cases, being dependent on "weighing all available factors and
evidence_of record.” Id. at 1727.

3; ct v’ a b
be the denial of NMTV's application. An obvious sham
application need not be proven a sham only under the standard
comparative issue, with the only effect being denial of
integration credit. Instead, as anyone familiar with Sonrise
Management Services, Inc. is aware, the Commission routinely
designates an additjonal "sham application” issue in such
instances. These issues are disqualifying. See, eq., Hawthorne
FM_Partnership, 5 FCC Rcd 5194 (ALJ 1990).

The Commission has also repeatedly emphasized that an
attempt to misrepresent an applicant's genuine ownership
structure is not merely a comparative matter, but a basic
qualifying issue. See, eq., Massilon Broadcasting Co., Inc., 22
RR2d 218, 220-21 (1968); Rayne Broadcasting Co.. Ingc., 5 FCC Rcd
3350, 3353 (Rev. Bd. 1990); Tequesta TV, Inc., 2 FCC Rcd 7324,
7325 (Rev. Bd. 1387).

Use of a sham structure is particularly cynical and
reprehensible when its purpose is to take commercial advantage of
a rule designed to assist underserved and genuinely qualified

minorities to enter the industry.
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Indeed, the Board expressly held that Dr. Lee had abused

the Commission's processes by subverting a policy "strictly and

expressly intended to expand ‘'minority ownershjip and
participation in management'" (citing Statement of Policy on
Minority Ownership in Broadcasting, 68 FCC2d 979, 982 (1978)

(emphasis supplied). Even conceding that Dr. Lee in fact "owned"
Silver star, the Board found that Silver Star "made no attempt to
assert minority control over the Cordele stations, or to injegt
its own minority participation into station operations."” Jd. at
6353. After the distress sale, "nothing changed: neither
station‘management, nor programming, nor public service policy."
Id.

The bottom line is that if NMTV is not a valid minority
owned entity -- and it is not -- and if Paul Crouch really
controls NMTV -- which he does -- then grant of this application
will give Crouch an attributable interest in 13 television
stations. This the Commission cannot allow. 1In comparable
situations, it takes the requirements of §73.3555 of the Rules
very seriously. See, eg., Qcean Pines LPB Broadcasting Corp., 5
FCC Rcd 5821 (Rev. Bd. 1990) (real party in interest in two FM
applications in adjacent communities would result in violation of

the signal overlap rule). It can do no less here.
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If it allows TBN to get away with this without a hearing,

it must overrule Silver Star, KIST and Metroplex, not to mention

the Sonrise Management "sham” line of cases. Those cases cannot
be distinguished away to save NMTV. While the Commission has
broad discretion to overrule past precedents, it can do so only
where it shows that real world conditions have fundamentally
changed. Office of Communication of the United Church of Christ
v. FCC, 560 F.2d 529, 533 (2d Cir. 1977) (refusing to uphold FCC
cutback of scope of its EEO Rule.) The Commission can hardly say
that minqrity fronts are no longer a problem and no longer need
to be removed from broadcasting, root and branch. |
IvV. NMTV PRINCIPAL PHILIP AGUILAR IS A CONVICTED

FELON WITH A HORRIBLE RECORD OF CEHILD ABUSE.

HE RAS NOT BEEN FULLY REHABILITATED, AND IS

NOT THE TYPE OF PERSON THE COMMISSION CAN

UST WI CAS NSE.

In seeking additional time to file this Reply, Petitioner
noted that two newspaper articles containing very significant
allegations relating to Philip Aguilar and "Set Free” had just
been published in the Qrange County Register.

The articles are appended hereto as Exhibit 8. They
detail, at great length, numerous allegations of criminal and
highly unethical conduct, including child abuse and manipulating
members of his religious cult organization, by Philip Aguilar,
NMTV's supposed 1/3 owner.

After Petitioner received the articles, he immediately
sought additional time to attempt to obtain independer;t
verification of their contents. That verification was received
and is appended hereto as Exhibit 1ll. It consists of over 300

pages of declarations from former "Set Free" members and family

members of "Set Free" members.
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Surely TBN's principals had to know that there wa§
something to the charges against Aguilar -- otherwise they would
never have made a supportive video for him this spring. They
would hardly have let Aguilar use two ranches without knowing how
he uses them. 1If ii now claims ignorance of Aguilar's
activities, TBN will stands in the same shoes as the shipbuilding
company which complained that it didn't know that the ships it
built would be used to transport African slaves.

Crouch and TBN are simply too closely intertwined in "Set
Free" to separate themselves for regulatory purposes. 1f, as can
be anticipated, TBN tries to distance itself from Aguilar, the
Commission must hold the bed to already be made: TBN must sleeﬁ
in it.

VI. NMTV IS NOT PINANCIALLY QUALIFIED, AND HAS

ATTEMPTED TO MISLEAD THE COMMISSION AND THE

PU c C R G u.

The Petition to Deny essentially alleged that NMTV was
continuing to seek financing well after it represented to the
Commission that it had reasonable assurance of financial
qualifications to purchase WIGI-TV. In particular, Petitioner
demonstrated that through its on-air fundraising and written
promotional materials, TBN (which is supplying the financing for
the purchase) was continuing to seek donations from viewers to
pay for the station well after it had represented to the
Commission that it had the funds to do so. See Petition at 17.

In response to the Petition, NMTV has submitted a one page
letter from The Bank of California (Exhibit 2 to Opposition). 1In

its entirety, the letter states:
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December 7, 1990

Mrs. Jame Duff

Director

National Minority TV, Inc.
KMLM-TV

10760 E. Browder Street
Odessa TX 179760

Dear Mrs. Duff:

The Bank has entered into a commitment to make
funds available to National Minority TV, Inc. in
the amount of Three Million Six Hundred Thousand
00/100 Dollars ($3,600,000.00) for the purchase
of WIGI-TV, Channel 61, Wilmington, Delaware,
subject to the terms and conditions of the
commitment letter executed on this date between
National Minority TV, Inc. and The Bank of
Cailfornia. The Bank's commitment to lend under

this commitment letter expires on September 30,
1991.

We are very pleased to be of assistance in this
matter.

Sincerely,

Brenda D. Brousseau
Vice President & Manager
Garden Grove Office

BDB: md
cc: file

This is patently not sufficient to provide reasonable
assurance of financing. It contains no interest rate, terms, or
collateral or security requirement. It does not state whether
the author even knows who "National Minority TV, Inc.” is. On
its face, this letter provides no reasonable assurance of the'
availability of the loan. Northampton Media Assocjates, 4 FCC
Rcd 5517, 5518-19 (1989); Alpg;;;ﬁg_ggzg,ls FCC Rcd 6235 (Rev.
Bd. 1990); Las Americas Communications. Inc., 1 FCC Rcd 786, 788
(Rev. Bd. 1986) (citing Jay Sadow, 39 FCC2d 808, 810 (Rev. Bd.
1983)). It appears to be but a mere accommodation written with
the understanding that TBN may claim assurance based on the

letter but will actually raise the letter from TBN viewers later.
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The Bank of California letter makes an internal reference
to an additional letter. Vesting unto itself the right to
determine what is relevant, NMTV has not produced that letter.
Its nonproduction should be viewed as an admission against
interest. Nonproduction of the original financial letter must be
viewed as yet another of TBN's RRO-style pleading tactics --
feeding the Commission only the half-truths it deems helpful,
rather than fully disclosing all relevant facts. Without the
second Bank of California letter, the Commission must conclude
that NMTV has totally failed to show any basis for certifying its
qualifications.

The mpanner in which TBN has continued to seek donations is
also a cause for concern. Appended hereto as Exhibit 16 is the
declaration of Dan Hubbard, a TBN viewer. Mr. Hubbard affirms
that, just a few weeks ago, he heard Crouch asserting on TBN that
the Philadelphia acquistion would be completed by the middle of
the next month. That is obviously impossible, and Crouch, who is
well advised legally, had to know the statement to be false when
made.l4/ Yet the obvious intent of the statement was to entice
viewers to give money to TBN to finance this acquisition.li/ See

v d Missi

71 FCC2d 324 (1979).

14/  Jarad Broadcasting Co.,, Inc., 1 FCC Red 181, 192 n. 15

(Rev. Bd. 1986) (terming similar activity, motivated by
benign desire for publicity rather than, as here, for
fundraising, "inappropriate”.)

1S/ A related question is whether TBN will retyrp viewers'

money if the acquisition does pot occur. Petitioner
understands that TBN's practice is not to return donations
voluntarily.
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Consequently, the Commission should designate isshes going
to (1) whether NMTV is financially qualified; (2) whether it
misrepresented its qualifications when‘certifying to them; and
(3) whether TBN's on-air fundraising for the acquisition has been
truthful in all respects.

VII. NMTV'S AND TBN'S DELIBERATE MISREPRESENTATIONS
AND PATTERN OF REPORTING VIOLATIONS IN THIS

MATTER BEAR THE MARK OF NONREPENTANT
INCORRIGIBILITY, REQUIRING REVOCATION

OF ALL WMTV AND TBN LICENSES

In litigating this matter, NMTV/TBN has deliberately
misreprésented, withheld, or distorted so many facts about its
operations that it is impossible to take any representation it

makes at face value. NMTV/TBN is one of the most cynical and

ShAarmirmaihler Anaveiind 1dmancans

across in their combined 20+ years of administrative agency
practice.

The Orange County Register articles (Exhibit 8) suggest
that TBN and NMTV have seriously and deliberately misrepresented
Aguilar's background and credentials to the Federal
Communications Commission. A time line might best establish the
level of reporting about Aguilar which TBN has undertaken.

1. 1976: Philip Aguilar goes to jail for child abuse.
He was accused of three felonies and pled guilty to one.

2. 1982: Aguilar starts "Set Free."” Soon thereafter,
TBN invests heavily in "Set Free", giving it two houses, two
ranches, and free airtime on TBN.

3. 1989: TBN mysteriously removes Rev. Espinosa from
the NMMTV Board, replacing him with Aguilar. NMTV fails to
report, in connection with its Portland, Oregon and Odessa, Texas

stations, that Aguilar is a convicted felon.
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10. June 9, 1991: The Orange County Register publishes

articles about "Set Free" (Exhibit 8 herein) documenting that

Aguilar had been arrested on three felony child abuse charges and

had plea bargained to one of them.l6/

11. June 16, 1991: Borowicz files, and his counsel
faxes to NMTV counsel, a Motion for Further Extension of Time.
The Motion manifested that Borowicz has received the Regjster
articles and needs additional time to attempt to independently

verify the allegations in the articles.

16/ The article, "A man with thrilling presence, troubled
past", contained in Exhibit 8 hereto, is worth quoting at

length:

In July, 1976, after a night of shooting pool
and drinking wine, he got into a fight with his
girlfriend at the home them shared with her two
children.

"She got in my face and, you know, I shoved her
against the wall. And her kid said somethlng,
so I punched her kid."

Police reports say Agquilar pulled the 7-year old
from bed by his hair, then kicked him several
times before slamming him face-first to the
floor, loosening four teeth and bruising his jaw
and lips.

Aguilar pleaded guilty to a reduced charge.

Five months later, while awaiting sentencing, he
was arrested again - this time for assaulting
the 3-year old son of another firlfeidnd, Sandra
DeFalco, now his wife.

e SO LN CARREL D del D) Sulell W

second child-abuse case. He later acknowledged
it but downplayed its significance.

"Same thing. Just slapping him," he says. "It
was an allegation. There wasn't anything on
there more than a misdemeanor.”

Records show that Aguilar was charged with two
felonies in the second case. When the boy had
wet his pants, Aguilar spanked him and twisted
his genitals. The boy was hospitalized for
several days. Aguilar was imprisoned after
pleading guilty to one count of child abuse.
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12. June 17, 1991: NMTV amends its application to
report, for the first time, that Aquilar was convicted and did
jail time for one felony count. That amendment, which is Exhibit
14 hereto, still does not mention that there were three felony
counts, nor does it provide any detail concerning the full nature
and extent of Aguilar's misconduct. Instead, using misleading
and stale testimonial letters, NMTV attempted to argue that

Aguilar had been "rehabilitated."

® * * ¥ *

Not since Beaumont NAACP v. FCC, 854 F.2d 501 (D.C. Cir.

1988) has the Commission been faced with a licensee which told so
many half-truths and changed its story so frequently. Crouch has
known of Aguilar's criminal and jail record for years. Yet again
and again, Crouch allowed NMTV applications to be filed without
reporting Aguilar's background. Once caught, NMTV dissembled --
first by falsely stating that NMTV had just learned of Aguilar’'s
misconduct when preparing the 0ppositionll/, then by filing a
misleading, grossly incomplete and self serving corrective

amendment the day after Petitioner reported to the Commission the

existence of the Register articles.

17/ In stating in its Opposition (p. 36 n. 23) that "[i]n
preparing this pleading NMTV has discovered that Rev.
Agquilar had been convicted of a criminal charge of assault”™ NMTV
has inadvertently shown who really controls NMIV. Aguilar,
supposedly the 1/3 owner of NMTV, surely had "discovered" this
fact when it happened ~-- in 19761 What this statement must mean,
then, is that Crouch just discovered it. That, of course, is
untrue, as shown above, but no other meaning can be ascribed to
this statement besides demonstrating that Aguilar is not part of

the NMTV loop at all.
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This would be bad enough if NMTV's misrepresentations
concerning Aquilar were the only transgressions at issue.
However, NMTV's Opposition is literally riddled with
misrepresentations, half truths, and failures to be fully
forthcoming. For example, the pleading style used by NMTV's
Opposition to defend NMTV from Petitioner's charge that it is a
sham (SIII herein) -- affirmatively stating some facts, demurring

on others whep convenjent.._apd nlacina the impgssjble burden on a
non-insider Petitioner to soothsay the answers -- is precisely

the type of pleading style which necessitated a hearing in RKO
General, Inc. v. FCC, supra. See also Fox River Broadcasting,
Inc., 88 FCC2d 1132, 1136 (Rev. Bd. 1982) (subsequent history
omitted).

Similarly, NMMTV's failure to disclose, in any of its
materials (such as the descriptive information on "Set Free"
contained in the Exhibit 18 of the Opposition and in Exhibit 12
herein) the very close relationship between TBN and "Set Free"” is
another example of RKO style pleading, in which a licensee
decides for itself what the Commission needs to know. The same
can be said for NMTV's production of one of‘its Bank of
California financial letters, but not the other one written on
the same date. $See SVI herein.

The duty imposed on applicants by §1.65 of the Rules is
not merely ministerial. It is a "special duty imposed upon FCC
licensees and applicants to go beyond merely avoiding an
affirmative misrepresentation, but to be fully forthcoming as to

~.2 _BX-Sp-ahaforn
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uhetﬂer 6: not such information is particularly elicited.”
Silver Star, supra., at 6349.
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NMTV has utterly failed to adhere to this fundamental
principle of adminstrative procedure. An agency should not have
to depend on the fortuitous event of a petition to deny to learn
the truth about an applicant or force the truth out of an
applicant. And where, as here, even a petition to deny does not
force the whole truth out of an applicant, that applicant cannot
be allowed to hold any FCC licenses. This includes TBN, which,
of course, controls NMTV. See Pass Word, Inc., 76 FCC2d 465
(1980) (revocation may be based solely upon a pattern of
deliberate misrepresentation); WMOZ, Inc., 36 FCC 202, 237-39
(1964).

VIII. CONCLUSION

Petitioner respectfully submits that the Commission cannot

grant this application without further investigation.

Bilingual-Bicultural Coaljtion on the Mass Media v. FCC, 595 F.2d

621, 629-630 (D.C. Cir. 1978). Petitioner has made a more than
sufficient factual showing, within his ability as a non-TBN
insider. See Citizens for Jazz on WRVR, Inc., 775 F.2d 392, 397
(D.C. Cir. 1975) ("[i)t would be peculiar to require, as a
precondition for a hearing, that the petitioner fully
establish...what it is the very purpose of the hearing to inquire

into."); stone v. FCC, 466 F.2d 316, rehearing denied, 466 F.2d
331 (D.C. Cir 1972) (petition to deny process is too important to

allow it to be subverted by failure of Commission to investigate

serious allegations.)
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Respectfully submitted,

Eduardo Peila

Pefia, Aponte and Tsaknis
1101 1l4th Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 371-1555

David Honig

1800 N.W. 187th Street
Miami, Florida 33056
(305) 628-3600 :

Counsel for Dan Borowicz
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May & Dunne, Chartered .. emme—
1000 Thomas Jefferson St. NW s-esmmmoTTTT
Suite 520

Washington, D.C. 20007

Re: tatioc WIGI-TV
Wilmington, DE
BALCT~910329KE

Gentlemen:

This is with respect to your application, in which National Minority TV, Inc.
(National Minority) seeks to acquire the license of Statiom WIGI-TV,
Wilmington, Delaware, from Delaware Valley Broadcasters Limited Partnership,
Debtor-in-Possession. Dan Borowicz has filed a2 Petition to Deny. We have
reached no determination on the merits of the application or the pleadings.
However, we request additional information, so we can be more fully informed in
determining whether grant of the application will serve the public interest.

As President of the Trinity Broadcasting Network (Trinity), Paul Crouch has an
interest in its 12 commercial television stations. Section 73.3555(d)(1)(ii)

. of the Commission's Rules generally provides that no party can have an interest
" in more than 12 commercisl television stations. FRowever, Section

73.3555(d)(1)(i) allows a party to have an interest in as many as 14

commercial stations, as long as at least two of them are minority controlled.
The Petitioner alleges that National Minority is controlled by Trimity, Crouch,
or both, which, if true, would make the proposed acquisition inconsistent with
the Rule.

Your application discloses that National Minority is a nonprofit organization
with three directors and five officers. Crouch, who is not a member of a
recognized minority group, is the President and one of the Directors. The
other two Directors are Phillip Aguilar, who is Hispanic, and P. Jane Duff, who
is Black. Each has one third of the voting rights as Directors of the
organization; consequently, you assert, National Minority is minority
controlled. Our questions concern that assertion.

According to the pleadings, in the June 9, 1991, edition of The Orange County
Register, Aguilar is quoted as stating that he is merely a "figurehead,"”
presumably for Trinity or Crouch, in the Rational Minority organization. Your
response to that question is spezifically requested.



1 In November, 1990, Aguilar replaced one of the three original directors,
1 Phillip Espinoza. What are the circumstances that led to Espinoza's

. replacement hy Aeunilar? Descrihe the nrncess bv which Aonilar was elected 2 a

replacement Board member. Describe the circumstances surrounding his
nomination and election to the Board of Directors. Did Aguilar have any prior
experience in broadcasting? If so, explain specifically what it was. Prior to
his election, did Aguilar have any relationship with Trinity, its officers, or
its directors? 1If so, provide details.

Who originated the idea to acquire WIGI-TV? How and by whom was the idea
developed? Who negotiated om behalf of National Minority the terms of the
sales contract? Who supervised the preparation of the assignment application?
Who prepares and supervises other National Minority applications?

Please submit the minutes of any meetings of the Board of Directors of National
Minority that discussed the acquisition of Station WIGI-TV. 1If the acquisition
was not approved by a vote of the Board, state why, and submit statements from
all persons that were involved in the decision to acquire the station. Those.
statements should describe the decision-making process and the nature of the
person's participation in it.

Are Duff and Aguilar involved in and avare of the daily activities of National
Minority? 1If so, describe the specific ways they maintain their awareness and
involvement; e.g., state what kind of corporate documents they regularly

| review.

i Have Duff and Aguilar participated in the formulation of policies regarding
programming and personnel practices at the proposed station? If so, describe
that participation.

You state that the purchase of the station will be financed in part from a bank
loan and in part from comtributions from viewers. As of September 13, 1991,
approximately what percentage of the funding will come from each source? Who
negotiated the bank loan on behalf of National Minority? Please submit a copy
of the loan agreement. If not evident from the face of that document, is
Trinity or any of its affiliates, officers, or directors a guarantor of the
loan? Who paid for and who signed the checks for the $400,000 deposit and the
$3.6 million escrow payment?

In your application, you state that Duff and Aguilar receive no compensation
for their work as directors of National Minority. To what extent, if any, do
they acquire their income from Trinity as employees or consultants, or from
other independent contracting agreements with Trinity?

The Petitioner alleges that four of National Minority's five officers are
employees of Trinity. Are any or all of National Minority's officers also
employees, independent contractors, or othervise affiliated with Trinity? If
80, identify those persons and their relationship with Trinity. Im that
connection, you have asserted that Duff is the "Assistant to the President” of




